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THE CATHOLIC LAYMAN. 



[JfjLT 15, 1858. 



nteh pcrreited beginoings break fortb. X'or He it near, 

Mfq^ecting whom it is written, ' He Himself te IQng over 
ItU tlie sons of pride.' " 

Pope Gregorjr I., the immediate gnco o i eto r of Pelttgtos, 
is still stronger in hia indignant protest gainst the 
arrogant pretensions of this suntf John of Cunstiatino- 
fie, as thefidloving extracts fiwrn four different epistlea 
win show: — !'■ 

" My fellow priest, JofaM^'says he, in his epistle ad- 
dressed to the KmperorMatirice, *■ attempts to be called 
the UmvERSAi. Bishov. I am compelled to exclaim : — 
Ob times! Oh m«Bners! Priests seek to themselves 
names of vaniw, and glory in new and profane appel- 
lations. Do I, in this matter, defend only my own 
proper caoae? Do I vindicate an iiijury specially 
offered to myself? Do I not rather take up the cause 
of God omnipotent, and the cause of the Church nni- 
rersal ? far from the very hearts of Christiana be that 
name of blasphemy , in which the honour of a// priestt is 
taken away, while it is madly arrogated to himself by a 
single individual '.'" 

Again, in his epistle to Ealogius, Bishop of Alexandria, 
and Anaatasius of Antioch, he further writes — " No one of 
my predecessors ever consented to use this so profane ap- 
pellation ; for, if a single patriarch be styled U NrvEBS^ 
the name of patriarcli is derogated from the others. 
But far, very far, be it from a Christian mind that any 
person should wish to auatch to himself a title, whence 
he may seem, even in any,, the very smallest degree, to 
diminish the honour of bis brethrea I'"* 

Again, his epistle, lib. v.. No. 18, to John of Con~ 
stantinople himself—" What wilt thou say to Christ, 
the true Head of the Universal Church, in the examina- 
tion of the Uttt judgment— thou who attemptest to subju- 
gate all his members to thyself by the appellation of 
UMVEBaAi. ? In the use of so perverted a title, who, I 
ask, is proposed for thy imitaiiou, save he, who, despis- 
ing the legions of aogels, constituted in a social equality 
with himself, endeavoured to break forth to the summit 
of an unapproached singularity ?"• 

And in epistle 31 (lib. vii.), to the Emperor Maurice, 
he still more emphatically says, " I, indeed, confidently 
asaert, that whosoever either calls himself, or desires to 
be called, Univbrsai, Pbiest, that person, in his vain 
eUtion, is the preeunor ^Antichrist, because through 
his pride he exalts himself above the others.'" 

In these strong expressions, Pope Gregory spoke of 
the assumption of the title as blasphemy, a token of 
Antichrist, &c., &c., without any exception in his own 
favour, or of his successors ; and Roman writers have^ 
been greatly perplexed by the difficulty of maintaining' 
the claim of subsequent Popes to a title which Gregory 
the Great so broadly«denied ; for, even if it be true that 
the Emperor Phocas, at the beginning . of the 7th 
centttryi':^made a grant ^of^univerka> jurisdiction to the ' 
Bishop of Aome, it is manifest that be had no power to 
bestow any such jurisdiction lieyond tlie limits of his ' 
own em{Hre, even if such a grant could have laid any ! 
aatisfactOTy fotmdation for the chum of the ^ritual antho- ' 
rity now arrogated by the Roman see. I 

' As this is an imporutot era in ecclesiastical history, I 
it may be worth while to briefly review the state uf 
things at this period. | 

The Emperor Maurice had been favourably disposed ; 
to Gregory, aud had received, in rettirn, asstirances of i 
the bluest respect. He, however, seems to have re- 
gard^ with indifference the dispute between Gregory 
and John about the title of Universal Bishop, and thereby 
to have lost the friendship of Pope Gregory. Maurice had 
in his army a centurion naiued Pliocaa, a man of the 
lowest passions and worst character, who, taking ad- 
Tantage of a mutiny among the soldiers, mtirdered the 
emperor, with circumstances of the utmost atrocity, 
and possessed himself of the imperial throne, after 
tutting to death ten of the imperial family, and en- 
ieavonring to cut off all whose nobility, or wisdom, 
or reputation bad raided them above the comnaou rank. 
Gregory, to his indelible disgrace, expressed the highest 
satisfaction, and employed the strongest terms of 
adulation' towards the miscreant who had thus usurped 
the throne of .his murdered master. His letter b^ins 
with, " Glory be to Giodon high, who, according as it is 
written, changes, timet,' and transfers kingdoms,''' and 
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a *' CoDsaeenlof men, Joannes TOnrl Uniwtrsalia Epiteoptu cooalur. 
£selunar« compellor ac dlc«re: tempora ! OnMtas I Sac«rdot«i 
▼anitstia slid Domiaa expetunf, et ooris ac pro-^ania vocsbuUa glorian- 
tar. Nooqaid ego* bac in re, propriam causan defendo f Monqaid 
apedalem iDJnrlam rladleo, et non tbagUi caoaam Omnlpoteotia Uel, et 
eanaam UniTanalis Ecelesln? Seel Uxlt a eordibns Cb'Httianorum 
nomen illud blaiphemia, in qno oauiam ncerdotum honor adiidtur, 
dtua ab WW sibl demanlsr amgatiu.-^fap. Qregor. I,lll>. iv,ep. 
zx. Optra, torn. It., p. 748. B«n. Ed. 

* " NDlIni onquam dcoaMram meomm hoc tam inrofano ncabato 
Utt conaentit : quia, ridelicet, al unoi Patrlarcha Unhtnalli dicitar, 
Patriarcliarum nomen wterii dcroKamr. Sed atnit lioe, abait « 
CbrtatiaDa mtnte, id iibl veiltt qaempidm arripere. onda fratmm •ao« 
nnn honoram imminuere ex qnantaiacunque parte videator.— Oroff. 
Eptit lib. fi, ep. 4S, opera, toin. ii. p. 77 1 . 

• " Tu Id Cbriito, Unirenatis icilicet EceloiiK cai>iki, In eztreml }»■ 
dieit ca dictaros examine, qui cuocta ejaa membra titimet conaria 
UniwtnaU* appellatiooe sapponere ? Quis, rogo, in boc tam perrerao 
vocabulo. Di«I il'e ad imltandnm propoaitur, qal. da-peclia ancelorum 
IcfioDibiu leeaD] aocialit^ constltuti^, ad cuimen conatoa e«t ainga- 
lariiatli erumpere ?"— lib. r. Ep. 18, torn. il. p 7«. 

_/" Ego »ero edenter d co, quia qniaqula le Vnit/rtalm Sacerdoltm 
■"•eat, Tel Tocari debiderat, in eiatlone loa Anticbristnm prascarrit, 
qnia, auperblendo, cajteWs pnBponit."-^I4b. vlL epia. S3, t a, p. 881. 
t Lib. zUI., Epia. 31, torn. U., p. 1S38. 



the like, and proceeds to represeiit the happy advan- 
tages the world would re.ip under the benign uiflneiices 
of his government Perhaps he anticipated that Bbocas, 
if flattered and supported, might not be nnwilling to 
punish the Bishop of Constantinople tot the protectiin 
he had striven to a6ford, during the reheHioA, to the 
children of Maurice ; and the hope of the withdrawal of 
the permission which the late emperor had given to the 
bishop of that city to hear the title of Dniee**al may, 
perhaps, account for, though it cannot excuse or justify, 
the base flatteries of Gregory towards a monster who 
had violated every moral sanction. 

The historian, Gibbon, has thus described Phocas, in 
terms which certainly did not exa^erate his character 
or vices — " Ignorant of letters, of laws, and even of 
arms, he indulged in the supreme rank a <nore ample 
privilege of lust and drunkenness, and his brutal plea- 
sures were either injuriotu to his subjects or disgraceihl 
to himself. Without assuniing the office of a.. prince, he 
renotmcel the profession of a soldier; and thereignof 
Phocas afflicted Europe with ignominious peace and 
Asia with desolating war. His savage temper was in- 
flamed by passion, hardened by fear, exasperated by re- 
sistance or reproach." 

It was at the hands, however, of .this tyrannieal 
monster that the successor of Pope Gregory, Bonifiice 
til., is said to havcobtiuned an edict commanding that 
.the Church of Rome should he styled and esteemed the 
" Head of all Chnrehes," and the Pope, " Uni- 
versal Biahop"—the very title which his predeces- 
sors, Pelagius and Gregory; had proclaimed to be so vain, 
proud, profane, wicked, blasphemous, devilish, and anti- 
christian, when claimed by their rival the bishop of the 
imperial city. The conduct of Pope Gregory shows the 
profound fear he entertained that the chief place would 
be transferred to the metropolis of the East, in the same 
way by which It came to his own, and snrdy not 
without reason. Byzantium had once been a poorsuffragan 
bishopric, under the jarisdiction of Ueraclea ; when the 
city grew to greatn^s as the eastern metropolis Of the 
empire, we have seen that the bishopric took rank next to 
Rome, in spite of all the remonstrances which the BishOp:/ 
of old Rome could make a^^inst it, displacing alt the 
ancient patriarchates. Alexandria in the sameway preceded- 
Antioch— on what gronnd it would be difficult to. say, 
unless that it was the -tecond chief city of the world. 
What was there, then, to prevent Constantinople assuming 
ere long the first rank, and displacing the precedency Of 
the ancient capital of the empire itself? as some of its 
archbishops or patriarchs were evidently aiming to do in 
arrogating to themselves the exclusive title of Uoivenal 
Bishop. 

So clear ie it to eveij wdl-read student in ecclesiastical 
histoty that thU excbsive universal pastorship iq any One 
bishop was not even thought of in primitive ages, that 
Father Kewman himself, before he seceded from the 
Church of England-^but while it must be admitted that 
he was not only well read in ecclesiaatical history, but was 
not at all prejudiced against the Church of Rome — ^thus 
writes in his 7th lecture on Romanism and Protestantism 
(p. 217) : '^ What there is npt the shadow of a reason for 
saying that the fathers held, what has not the faintest 
pretensions of being a catholic truth, is this, that St. Peter, 
or his successors, were and are universal bishbps ; that they 
have the whole of Christendom for their own diocese, in a 
way which other Apostles and Bishops had and have not ; 
that they are a bishop of bishops in such sense as belongs 
to no other bishops ; in fact, that the difference between 
Stt Peter and the popes after him, and other bishops, is 
not one of mere superiority and degree, but of kind ; not 
of rank, but of class. This the Romanists hold ; and they 
do not bold it by Catholic tradition, bat by private inter- 
pretation of Scripture." 

While, however, we have said enough to show that the 
popes had no dirine or exclusive right to Claim the title of 
Univenal Bishop, we ought, perhaps, before leaving the sub- 
ject, to rembd or warn oar stadious readers that there Is a 
modiBed, or rather a meta]>faorical, sense In which, hmg 
before the alleged grant of Phocas to Boniface III., not 
only certain Bishops of Rome, but bisht^ of many other 
principal sees, were styled " Universal Bishops.'' 

We mean the sense in which the title was considered to 
import a general care and solicitude over all the Christian 
Churches. Bishop Stillingfleet has given an elaborate 
examination of this subject in his chapter on the title of 
Universal Bishop.'' The following passages may suffice to 
explain our meaning: — 

" We should consider, that power and authority in the 
Bishop of the Church is given with an immediate respect 
to the good of the whole Church ; so that if it were pos- 
sible that every particular bishop could take care of 
the whole Church they have authority enough by their 
function to do it. Bat it not only being impossible that 
every bishop shou'd do it, but it being inconsistent with 
peace and order, that all shonld undertake it, therefore it 
was necessary that there should be some bounds set, for 
the more convenient management of that authority which 
they had. From hence came the original of parUenlar 
dioceses, that within such a compass they might better 
exercise the power which they enjoyed. As if many 
lights be placed in a great room, though the intention of 

k Sw StilUagfleeCa works, voL ir., p. 406, Ae. 



evwy one of them is to give light to the whole roiam, 
yet, that this might be the better dmib, these lights are 
etAHftbaUlj placed in the sereral parts of it. AAd this 
is#haC,St Cyprian meaas in that famous expression of' 
his, that then is but one bishopric in the whole worid, a' 
part ofwhfch is held by every bi^op ; for the Church in' 
common is designed as the diocese of all biebMis, which 
is set ont into several apartments, for the more advantage- 
ons governing of it." 

He then goes on it> another striking JUnatnition of th« 
idea be wishes to c6nn;y : — 

" As a flock of many thousand sheep, being committed 
to the care of many shephierds, these have all an eye to 
the good of the whole flock, but do not, therefore, sit 
all together in one place to oversee it, bat every one hath 
his share to look aiter, for the benefit of the whole ; bat 
yet so, that upon occasion one of them may extend his 
care beyond his oirn dirisioo, and may be very useful to 
the whole by connsel and direction. Thus we find it 
was in the primitive Church, though every bishop had 
his particular charge, yet still they regarded the coamoa 
good of the whole Church, and upon occasion did extend 
their counsel and advice far beyond their particniar 
Churches, and exercised their functions in other pbees 
besides those which the Chioch's convenience had allotted 
to them." 

In this sense the title of ."Universal Bishop" was not 
unfreqoently applied to bishops of other distinguished sees 
as well as to those of Rome, without being understood to 
involve any saprriority in power or jnriadiotion over other 
bishops, or disparagement to the independence of the 
latter, beyond what of necessity was involved in the subor- 
dination of bishops to their metropolitans, and of metro- 
politans to patriarchs, firom the period when each of these 
ranks successively grew up in the Church. 

This not only appears by what St. Gregory Nazianzen 
says of St. Cyprian in his x viii.;oration ,' " that he presided 
hot only over the Church of Carthage and Africa, but over 
all the regionsof the west, and over theeastand south, and 
nortbero parts of the world also ;'' and, in like manner, of 
St. Athanasius, "That in being made Bishop of Alex- 
andria he was made bishop of the whole world ;"' and 
by what St. Chrysostom says of Euslathius, Patriarch of 
Antioch, that he was instructed by the Holy Sfitit that 
he was not only to have the care of that Chorch over 
which he was set, but of the whole Church throughout 
the world,'' but, to save multiplying instances, the 
whole is summed up by an eminent Roman Catholic 
French writer of the 16th century, Simon Vigoriut, 
thus — "When the Wcetem Fathers call the Roman 
Bishops, Bishops t^the Universal Chtirch, they do it 
from the custom of their Churches, not that they look 
on thein.as universal bishops >of Ae^whole Church, bat 
in the same sense that the Patriarchs of Constantinople, 
Antioch, Alexandria, Jerusalem are called so, or as they 
are tmiversal over the Churches under their patriarch- 
ate, or that in CEcumeoieal Councila they preside over the 
whole Church."' Keeping this distinction in mind, the 
student of early ecclesiastical history will find every- 
thing on the subject clear and consistent, though without 
it. Pope Gregory's letters woald appear inconsistent and 
inexplicable. 

After all this, what becomes of Dr. Geraghty's boasted 
title (^ Universal Bishop, which he now has been obliged 
to substitute for the more high-sounding one of Universal 
Hierarcb, a title which, a month ago, he so confidently 
asserted bad been granted to Pope Leo I. by the Council 
of Chalcedon, until we exposed the misquotation — a 
charge from which, we preeume,^he has found it impos- 
sible to extricate himself, as, while alluding to the sub- 
ject in his present letter, he attempts neitlia defence 
nor apology. 

CUBIOSItlES OF BOHAltlSM.— n. 

Iir presenting to our readers the spe(miien of the " cnrlofi- 
ties" of the Romish sjstem of religion contained in oar 
last number, we were quite aware of the manhet' in which 
the Papal controversialist b accustomed to meet all such 
objections to his Church, if objections he adihits them to 
be. They are only, he will say, the theories and opinions 
of canonists and casuists. It was merely X>«ns who thus 
wrote and thought. Bat the opinions of a Bin|;le diviqe 
are not to be tuen or treated as matters of faiih, or as 
the voice of the universal Church. Thus, Proteus-like, 
the Roman advocate eludes the fair consequences derivable 
from the monstrously absurd disquisitions which abotmd 
in snch authorized and authenticated teachers as the author 
just referred to, or even in the pages of " the angelicsl 
Doctor" himse'.f. Kevertheless, we still must bold that 
Church as fully accoontablo for all such false and absurd 

i Ton. L p. Ml, Mordl'a edit. Paris, 1830. 

' Oration xxl , Id. p. 177. See also Si. Basil, Bpia: 69, torn. UL, 
Ben. ed., p. U), wbora St. Basil apeaka of Atbanaalasaa**lUTlng tha 
care ol' all tbe Clinrches, as much aa of that which was pecnllarlj com; 
mictedto Mm." 

a Oper. Oiryaos torn, II., p. 607, Ben. ed. Paris, 17IS. 

I Opera omnia Slmonis Vtf^>ril, Faiia, 16SS. ad respooaleaam Sjn. 
CooeU. Baail, Comment, p. 37-88.—" Et liarum remm Ignari and*. 
bate noatil non advertanr, cum OcddentalOa Patios Pontiflcea Bo. 
■laooa Tocant Unireraalis Eceletia Eplaoopoa, Id more marvm Becle- 
iUriua (acere, et ea notione, non qnod pntoat toUai orbis aaitsnaUi, 
^reraales ease Bpiseopoa, sed eadeia qaa CoostaatinopoUtanva,' 
AlezaadrlouA, Antfodienas, Hieroaoljmltaiiui, dienntnr nnlTenalea , 
aut Dt nnlreraaies Beclesiamm qna inntsnbeanim Patriarehata; 
aut qood la CoacUUs (Ecumeotcia to^. Xcaleain prMtat" 
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theology. Let it be ever remembered that the has an ap- 
paratus at hand at once and effectually to get rid of those 
objectionable appendages to her teaching, should such a 
course be thought desirable. With the " Congregation of 
the Index" and the "Index Prohibitorius" at her com- 
mand, the Church of Rome most be held accountable for 
the entire mass of such theology as that of Dens and 
Ligaori, if not alio for a large part of the deluge of vile- 
oess and untruth which is daily contaminating society 
through the popular press. Our dilemma respecting all 
such publications is this, If they be good and profitable, 
'nrby disown or cast doubt on their connection with the 
Church of Rome? If they be evil or absurd, why are 
they not at once placed in the Index ? 

We felt, therefore, while culling the curious theological 
flower from the garden of Dens, on the connection between 
the iise of tobacco and the validity of- one of the sacra- 
ments of the Church, that we were doing nothing but what 
was defensible and fair. But there is another class of 
documents which affords specimens of theology quite as 
extraordinary as any which could possibly be extracted 
from the writings of individual teachers in the Church of 
Rome, and with this difference, that their intimate connec- 
tioo with, or relation to, that Church is even still more 
immediate and indisputable. We allude to such com- 
positions as the Missale, the Breviarium, the Riluale, and 
the Pontificale Romanum, to mention no others. These 
volumes stand related to the Clmrch of Rome as the Book 
of Common Prayer to the United Church of England and 
Ireland; and as they exhibit the authoritative doctrine 
and practice of the Papacy in such plain and uumistakeable 
colours, and, besides, may not be so easy of access to cer- 
tain of our readers as ourselves, we design, from time 
to time, to give some selections from them, which will, 
trnless we greatly err, strikingly illustrate the cariosities 
which are to be found in that system. 

We shall commence with the Roman Ritual. The copy 
before us is of date 1850, from the press at Sfechlin, and 
with the imprimatur of " Engalbertos," Cardinal Arch- 
bishop of that ciiy. It is only necessary to add, as re- 
gards the authoritative nature of the volume in question, 
that (as our learned readers will already know) it was 
first edited by Pope Pius V., enlarged and revised by 
Benedict XIV., and has received the successive sanction 
of every Pontiff from the last-named Pope to the reigning 
one. Our present extract from the Ritual will contain 
some notice of the form therein prescribed for the Sa- 
crament oi Baptism. 

In the prefatory observations, or rubrics, which ac- 
company the prescribed form of Baptism certain matters 
are stated which come under the head of curious. Thus, 
whereas we are told that the matter, form, and minister of 
this sacrament are oj" divine institution, and absolutely 
necessary (de jure divino et absolute necessaria), other 
additions to it, here laid down, are of" apostolic mtd most 
ancient tradition." This being premised and borne in 
mind, our readers will be pleased, as we proceed, to 
tax their recollections with the when and the how the 
ceremonies which we shall notice were apostoUcally 
ordained. 

Under the heading, " De minislro Baptismt"— the 
proper minister— we are told that, although the parish 
priest, or his deputy, is the fittest person to administer 
the ordinance, yet, in a case of urgency, as of life or 
death, either of au infant or adult, it may lawfully be 
administered by any person and in any language (Latin 
or vernacular), "cteric or layman, an excommunicated 
person, believer or unbeliever, Catholic or heretic, man or 
woman," provided only that the /orm and intention be pre- 
served. Hence, we are told that it is the duty of the 
parish priest to give proper instructions to all the faithful 
as to the mode of baptizing, and especially nurse tenders, 
or accoucheurs {obstetrices). 

The gross indecency which follows this clause may be 
found in the foot note, locked up in the dead language 
of the original. We shall not pollute our pages by 
transcribing it in an English version.* 

Now, the design of Rome in this accommodating per- 
mission may not be, at first sight, apparent ; but it i» 
evident to any reflecting mind that her net is thus 
broadly and freely cast by many and by every hand, 
male and female, faithful and heretic alike, for the pur- I 
pose of enclosing the greater multitude. She claims 
Jurisdiction,^ be it remembered, over all the baptized. 
Hence the inexpediency, to say the least, of admitting 
Romish emissaries to tlie beds of the sick and dying, or 
to the care of infants. These are some of the means 
whereby the dominion of that Church is spread, " per 
fas et nefas." 

Before, however, the priest can perform this rite 
properly he must have his implements; the work- 
man must have his tools ; and we are accordingly fur- 
nished with a list of these, which we shall transcribe in 
order, as an ecclesiastical curiosity : — (Page 13. &c ■) 

1. Vessels of //o/yoiV. ' ' 

2. A vessel with blessed salt. 

3. A vessel or silver spoon (or else one made of some 
Other fining metal), for pouring the water on the head 



• J>e Saftiiandit parrutit — "Nemo In ateromatrU claustia biptlzari 
debet Sed si Infans caput emiserit, et periculuni mortis immineat 

baptizetnr in capita at •! allud memtirum emiserit,' 

quod vltalem indicet motam, la illo, >1 perlculum impendeat. bastlza- 
tar,"4t-Paj{eI0. . f' « 



of the baptized. This vessel or spoon must never be 
used for any other purpose. 

4. A basin for receiving the water which flows off the 
head of the baptized. 

5. A piece of cotton, or silk, or something of the sort, 
for wiping the parts anointed. 

6. Two stoles, one violet coloured, the other white. 

7. Bread pith, for wiping the priest's fingers when he 
washes his hands. 

8. A basin for the above purpose. 

9. A. white garmoat, like a little cloak, or a little white 
hood, to be put on the infant's head. 

10. A wax candle or taper, to be handed, lighted, to 
the baptized. 

11. The book of forms, viz., the Ritual. 

12. The registry for the baptism. 
Here is an inventory of, at least, a dozen articles, some 

of them strange enough in all conscience ; but what is 
noticeable and really curious is, that in the midst of all 
this particularity the Church of Rome has actually for- 
gotten to make direct mention of the efeaienfo/ wafer i(se//. 
It is alluded to when the basin is mentioned, and in the 
prescribed form its presence is supposed ; but it is passing 
strange that while salt, and oil, and basins, and stoics, and 
even saliva itself (p. 20), are all specified, water, which 
is alone essential, is omitted ! 

We pass to a consideration of the mode of using this 
strange farrago of utensils with a single observation. Can 
it be for a moment believed that all tliis is reaWy de- 
rived from ApoUoUeal tradition f Will it be seriously 
asserted that the immediate followers of our Lord carried 
about with them such instruments and appliances as these ? 
What trace of such a state of things have we in the New 
Testament? Had St. Paul silver spoons, jugs, basins, 
holy oil, holy salt, or bread pith when he baptized th^ 
jailer and his household at Philippi ? Yet the Church of 
Rome would have us believe that all this baptismal para- 
phernalia is not only useful and edifying, but apostolical ! 

Such are some of the cariosities of the preparation. In 
our next we shall probably consider the mode of adminis- 
tering the ordinance itself. 
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forwarded to (lie office by the first day of the month. 

Contributors of £1 per annum willbe furnished with six copies, 
any of which will be forwarded, at directed, to nominees qf the 
subscriber. 

The Cathouc Laymas is registered for transmission beyond 
the United Kingdom. 

DUBLIN, JULY 15, 1858. 



The Tablet of June 19 contains an " Encyclical* 
letter of our holy Father Pope Pius IX. to all 
the Patriarchs, Primates, Archbishops, Bishops, 
and other ordinaries of the places in communica- 
tion with the Apostolic See." This letter is 
dated the 3rd of May, 1858. 

Such a letter is always deserving of attention. 
If we learn nothing else from it, we learn the 
practical teaching of the Church of Rome, from 
the highest speaking authority. 

We are aware that a large number of learned 
Roman Catholics, at least in times past, have 
denied that such a letter from the Pope to all 
the Bishops of his communion is infallible. Their 
doctrine is, that the Pope is not infallible without 
a General Council. Probably the Roman Ca- 
tholics who now hold this opinion are fewer than 
they were a hundred years ago. All who hold 
that the immaculate conception of the Virgin 
Mary has.been infallibly decided, must needs hold 
that the Pope is infallible without a General 
Council. 

If any of our readers think that this letter of 
the Pope is not infallible, we think them right ; 
but we ask them to consider further how ridicu- 
lous it is to speak of a Church having the advan- 
tage of infallible direction in matters of faith, or 
how such supposed direction can secure unity of 

• *' Encyclical" means a circular lattar; tbat la, a latter »( wUch 
many copiea are sent to uambers of persOB^ 



faith, when such letters are accepted by one party 
in the Church of Rome as infallible, and rejected 
by another party as fallible. Truly, we think 
Roman Catholics ought to settle this among them- 
selves, before they say any more of differences of 
opinion among Protestants. 

But, at least, we may say that such letters are 
the highest available authority that the Roman 
Catholic world now has, or has had since the 
Council of Trent (300 ye«rs ago), for determining 
what her doctrine and teaching really is; and it 
is to be observed that this " Encyclical letter" is 
not from the Pope alone, but is issued by him 
with the advice and assistance of " our Venerable 
Brothers, the Cardinals of the Sacred Congrega- 
tion of Rites, who compose the congregation 
charged with causing to be respected, and with 
interpreting, the decrees of the Council of Trent." 
This is no private letter of the Pope j it is the 
Pope speaking ex cathedra, with the assistance 
of the advisers constituted for him by the Church 
of Rome. 

The " Encyclical letter" begins with the death 
of Christ for our salvation, and His ascension 
into heaven, and His purpose " to dwell, mean- 
while, with us in the august sacrament of His 
body and of His blood." The letter goes on then 
to "the Priesthood;"—." Declaring Himself the 
Eternal Priest according to the order of Melchi- 
zedec. He has instituted in perpetuity his Priest- 
hood in the Catholic Church . . . ." 

AVe have here, under the authority of the 
Pope and the Congregation of Cardinals, the 
great artifice and deceit of the Church of Rome 
about the priesthood. "Hiereus" is the Greek 
word for a priest who sacrifices ; under the gospel 
dispensation that word is applied to Christ,'" and 
to Christ only. Christ and His Apostles have by 
their example and authority forbidden us to apply 
that word to the minister, of Christ, except in 
that figurative sense in which it may be applied 
to all Christians." The Holy Scriptures never 
call Christ's minister " Hiereus." The Apostles 
adopted for the ministers of Christ whom they 
ordained a totally different title, in use among 
the Jews^" Presbyteros," which title did not 
imply the power of offering sacrifice. Thus the 
Apostles pointed out to the Church that Christ's 
ministers are not to be called *' Priest" in the 
sense in which Christ is called priest — that their 
priesthood is not of the same kind as His — and 
that the difference consists, and is expressed, in 
the great truth, that He offered sacrifice, and 
they do not. The Pope confounds this great 
distinction, made by the Apostles, and is careful 
to call Christ and His ministers " Priests," by the 
same title, and in the same sense of offering 
sacrifice. 

The English language does not afford two 
words which forcibly express the difference be- 
tween " Hiereus" and " Presbyteros." The 
Church of England and Ireland calls Christ's 
ministers " Priests," because " Priest" or " Prest" 
is really the Saxon contraction of " Presbyter." 
The Church of England and Ireland also calls 
Christ a " Priest," because the English language 
has no higher English word for " Hiereus ;" but 
the Church of England and Ireland makes it 
plain to all that Christ only offered sacrifice, and 
that His ministers do not ; thus plainly showing 
forth, as far as the English language admits, the 
forcible contrast marked by the inspired writers 
between Christ and His Apostles in this respect. 
Pope Pius IX. wrote his letter, not in Eng- 
lish, but in Latin. The Latinlanguage cfoMafford 
two different terms expressive of " Hiereus" and 
" Presbyteros ;" but the Pope would not use diffe- 
rent words, but applies the same word to the 
priesthood of Christ and His ministers, for th^ 
purpose of making men think that tl^e priesthood 
of Christ and His ministers is the same in its 



' Heb. T. 6 ; tII., 15, 17, 81, 24. 
• 1 reter 11. *, 9. Kev. i. 6. 



